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upon its being given up to him, notwithstanding he (Daniel
Perreau) had most solemnly assured Sir Thomas he had
no right whatsoever to the ring, which was the sole and
entire property of Mr. Belliard, and related the manner
in which he came to wear it. My father being acquainted
with Sir Thomas Frankland, we drove from the prison to his
house, and finding him at home, my father with much
civility related the circumstances attending the ring. Sir
Thomas, having listened thereto with the utmost attention,
replied:

" Well, Mr. Hickey, and this being the case what do you
conceive ought to be done ? "

My Father instantly answered :

" Clearly the ring must be returned to Mr. Belliard as
proprietor thereof."

" Humph," said Sir Thomas, " and that's your opinion,
is it, Mr. Hickey ? Then I must observe I do not think
your opinion worth two pence. I differ totally, and though,
no lawyer, Mr. Hickey, I am no fool, and, by God, I'll keep
the ring, Mr. Hickey."

My father's choler being raised at the insolent and im-
pertinent manner in which this speech was delivered,
warmly and with a considerable degree of contempt re-
torted :

"Then, Mr. Admiral, I shall without further scruple
convince you in a public Court that you are as ignorant
as unjust, and I will make you pay dearly for your obstinacy
and impertinence," saying which we quitted the room and
resumed our seats with Mr. Belliard, who had remained in
his carriage.

A legal demand of the ring was made the same day and
an action of trover commenced, which Sir Thomas de-
fended in the most determined manner, and after the whole
process of special pleading was gone through he obtained
an order for a special jury. The cause came on for trial in
the Court of Common Pleas, the two Perreaus being brought
up by Habeas Corpus to give evidence, as was also Mrs.
Eudd, and several persons of rank who had frequently heard